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Abstract 
This study focused on the contributions of Fadama III Project to the development of Giwa 
Local Government Area (LGA) of Kaduna State. Rural areas in Nigeria and Kaduna in 
particular are characterized by high level of poverty coupled with grossly inadequate or 
non-existent basic economic and social infrastructure. In an attempt to promote rural 
development, the Fadama III Project was established as a build-up on Fadama I and II 
Projects. Against this backdrop, the study attempts an assessment of the contributions of 
Fadama III to the development of Giwa LGA of Kaduna State with specific focus on the 
Small Scale Community-owned Infrastructure Component (SSCOI). The study was 
anchored on the CDD approach which places beneficiaries in the driver’s seat of 
development. It adopts the survey research design and was conducted in selected wards 
of Giwa LGA. Beneficiaries, Fadama officials and Giwa LG staff constituted population 
of the study. Data were generated from mainly primary source through the administration 
of questionnaires and conduct of focused group discussion. Findings of the study revealed 
that the SSCOI projects executed include irrigation scheme; feeder/access roads and 
drainages; boreholes and concrete wells; market stores and stalls; and public 
conveniences. The projects were found to have contributed significantly to the 
development of Giwa LGA as beneficiary communities have witnessed increased ease of 
movement of persons as well as agricultural produce; improved water supply and 
drainage system; and increase in agric. produce as well as their sales. However, problems 
of counterpart funding, intra-group conflict of interest regarding choice of project to 
execute, developing good LDPs and poor financial services were found to be obstacles. 
 




The challenge of reducing the level of poverty has become a major phenomenon to 
successive Nigerian governments. According to Nnadi et al (2013), the reduction of 
poverty is the most difficult challenge facing any country in the developing world where 
on the average, majority of the population is considered poor. Evidences in Nigeria show 
that the number of those in poverty has continued to increase (NBS, 2012; Olaolu et al, 
2013; and Oladunni, 2014). They stressed further that the rising profile of poverty in 
Nigeria is assuming a worrisome dimension.  
 
Poverty is a multi‐faced affliction as well as a raging economic and social phenomenon 
that manifests in the inability of the victims to acquire the basic necessities of life. Poverty 
goes beyond material deprivation to include insecurity, vulnerability and exposure to 
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risks, shocks and stress. It specifically includes not having enough to eat, poor drinking 
water, poor nutrition, unfit housing, a high rate of infant mortality, low life expectancy, 
low level of energy consumption, low education opportunity, low employment 
opportunities, inadequate health care, lack of active participation in decision making 
process (Ajayi, 2008). Poverty in Nigeria has been described as “widespread and severe” 
(World Bank, 2006). At present, Nigeria is being judged as the world headquarter of 
poverty (World Economic Forum, 2019).  
 
In order to deal with the problems of food insecurity and high incidence of poverty among 
the rural poor in Nigeria, it is very imperative that agricultural productivity be 
rejuvenated. It has been empirically established that low productivity in agriculture is the 
cause of high incidence of food insecurity and poverty in Nigeria (World bank, 1996). 
This is because agriculture is the mainstay of Nigeria’s economy which contributes about 
45% of GDP and employs approximately 77% of the working population (Oladunni, 
2014). 
 
Poverty is especially severe in rural areas, where up to 80% of the population lives below 
the poverty line and social services and infrastructure are limited. The country’s rural 
poor depend on agriculture for food and income. About 90% of Nigeria’s food is produced 
by small scale farmers who cultivate small plots of land and depend on rainfall rather than 
irrigation system. Unfortunately, the absence of basic rural infrastructures like good 
roads, water supply and agricultural facilities including other supportive services 
necessary for meaningful agricultural productivity have made agriculture in Kaduna State 
and Giwa LGA in particular to be characterized by low farm yield and low farm income 
leading to poor living standard of the rural populace of the state which resulted in the 
introduction of several agricultural development programmes of which Fadama 
Development Programme is one. 
 
The National Fadama Development Programme (NFDP) was initiated to assist qualifying 
states of the Federation through the World Bank supported Agricultural Development 
Programmes (ADP) network to, among others finance the provision of shallow tube wells 
in Fadama lands for small scale irrigation, simplifying drilling technologies for shallow 
tube wells/ wash bores; constructing fadama infrastructures; organizing Fadama farmers 
for irrigation management, cost recovery and better access to credit marketing and other 
services; and providing vehicle, pumps and other equipment. It is believed that the 
provision of these facilities should not only boost agricultural production but enhance the 
income of the farmers and thereby lift them out of the vicious circle of poverty. Of the 
three (3) phases of the Fadama Programme, the third phase known as “Fadama III” was 
established in order to address the inadequacies observed in Fadama I and II. Fadama III 
is a tripartite funded intervention by World Bank (1996), the Federal Government of 
Nigeria and participating States with objectives targeted towards poverty reduction. It is 
in the light of the above that this study seeks to assess the role Fadama III has played in 
rural development of Giwa LGA of Kaduna State with a specific focus on the Small Scale 
Community-owned Infrastructure component of the program. 
 
1.2  Objectives of the Study 
 
i. To identify projects executed by the Small Scale Community-owned 
Infrastructure component of Fadama III in Giwa LGA. 
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ii. To find out how ways by which the Small Scale Community-owned Infrastructure 
component of Fadama III program have contributed to the development of Giwa 
LGA. 
iii. To find out problems associated with the implementation and utilization of the 
Small Scale Community-owned Infrastructure component of Fadama III program 
in Giwa LGA. 
 
1.3  Hypothesis of the Study  
 
H0: Implementation of the Small Scale Community-owned Infrastructure component of 
Fadama III program in Giwa LGA has not contributed to the development of the LGA. 
 
2.0  LITERATURE REVIEW 
 
2.1  Conceptual Review 
 
Rural development is understood primarily in the economic sense of the process of 
assuring a progressive improvement in economic security of people in rural areas. Rural 
areas are usually described in terms of population density, with maximum figures varying 
between 150 and 500 inhabitants per square kilometre, depending on the structure of 
society (International Conference on Non-Trade Concerns in Agriculture, 2000). While 
any economic activity in rural areas will have the potential to contribute to rural 
development, the particular role agriculture plays could be seen from the perspectives 
below:  
 
Employment: in countries whose share of overall employment in agriculture is at high 
levels, for example where agriculturalists represent over 50% of the workforce just like 
the case in Nigeria, agriculture is majorly the key economic activity determining the 
progress of rural development. With such a substantial proportion of the labour force 
engaged in agriculture, any policy which led to a swift and artificial reduction in 
employment could have disastrous consequences for the labour-force and dependants, 
leading to social and political instability.  
Related economy. The agricultural sector in every country supports a range of ancillary 
and service industries, generating economic activity in supply and distribution chains as 
well as processing industries. Where agriculture is the primary economic activity, the 
entire rural economy, including services such as health care, education and basic 
infrastructure, may depend on the profitability of the sector. In remote and peripheral 
areas, where society has identified a legitimate priority to prevent depopulation, 
agriculture is likely to be one of a limited range of economic activities possible to 
maintain the economic viability of the region. Throughout rural areas, agriculture may 
contribute to rural development by providing environmental and cultural services to 
society. 
 
2.2  Empirical Review 
 
Alfred (2015) in his study on the impact of National Fadama II Development Project on 
Rural Development in Kogi State, Nigeria established a positive correlation between 
Fadama II project and rural development. Findings of his study revealed that there were 
increase in infrastructural facilities as a result of the Fadama II project and farmers 
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recorded increased productivity in their farm yield which brought about increased income 
and led to positive changes in their living conditions. Although the project encountered 
problems such as late disbursement of fund, political interference in the course of 
implementation which affected the project, especially in the realization of its objectives.  
 
In another related study, Iwala (2014) investigated the economic impact, viability and 
sustainability of the Fadama Phase (III) on small-scale infrastructure in different 
communities of Ondo State, Nigeria. A survey approach whose population comprise 
participants and non-participants of the project was adopted for the study. Data for the 
study were generated using both interview guide and structure questionnaires. Findings 
of the study revealed that the economic impact analysis of the projects showed that the 
average annual gross income of beneficiaries (participants) had increased by 28.57% in 
the fourth year of project implementation. Viability analysis revealed that the net project 
values (NPVs) of all the projects were positive at 26% discount factor, besides a 
Benefit/Cost Ratios (BCRs) greater than 1 and an Internal Rates of Return (IRRs) that is 
above average. Good project location, high standard of project implementation, moderate 
users’ fees, regular meetings of project participants and continuous capacity 
building/effective extension services to the participants, even after project 
implementation were found to have favourably affected the perceptions of both 
participants and non-participants of projects’ sustainability. Considering the findings of 
the study, Iwala recommended that, government at all levels and even development 
partners should emulate or adopt the CDD approach of Fadama III project for poverty 
reduction, food security and sustainable rural development in Nigeria. 
 
In yet another study, Nene (2013) assessed the implementation of the Commercial 
Agriculture Development Project (CADP) in Enugu State with a focus on examining 
effects of the project’s grants on beneficiaries as well as identifying challenges 
encountered in the implementation of the project. A survey research design was adopted 
for the study using questionnaire as the data generation instrument. Findings of the study 
showed that about 41% of the CIGs were able to access grants/funds of the project through 
value chain. Facilitators were effective in ensuring that group members’ participation 
process provides benefits to the entire group rather than individual members, guiding in 
the development of business plan for the CIGs, linking the CIGs to service providers, and 
linking group to research and knowledge based institutions. The major constraints to 
effective implementation of the CADP were inadequate monitoring and evaluation of the 
project by the implementers, delays in approving funds by national and state CADP 
offices, lack of provision of state government counterpart contribution, lack of competent 
and credible service providers, etc. 
 
The studies reviewed above focused on Fadama II and CADP except for study of Iwala 
(2014) which was on Fadama III but focused on assets acquisition component of the 
program. As such, the major point of departure of this study from previous studies 
reviewed especially that of Iwala (2014) is that it focuses on the small-scale community-
owned infrastructure component of Fadama III and its impact of on poverty alleviation 
with data generation involving both the use of interview and questionnaires. 
 
2.3  Theoretical Framework 
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This study adopts the “Participation Theory” as its theoretical framework. Participation 
theory is a process which provides private individuals an opportunity to influence public 
decisions and has long been a component of programmes and policies implementation. 
 
The theory explains the fact that man exists and acts together with others. Man is a 
member of a community in the form of an “I, you” and a “we” relationship. It 
consequently means that the constant challenge to seek and to find answers to the issues 
regarding one’s personhood and his world is a task that is common to each person that 
can also be taken as a task of the entire community (Pius, 2015). According to Pius (2015), 
Man has knowledge and experience about his environment and understands its workings 
better than anyone else.  Alexander in Arnstein (1969:17) explains that participation is 
“inherently good” and that it brings people together in creating and making decisions 
about their environment. Since people are actively involved in the process, Alexander 
argues that participation helps promote sense of ownership and control among the people. 
 
As a result of the variations in usage and the several meanings and connotations of the 
terms citizens involvement and participation, scholars have come up with several 
approaches to participation. Among them are theory of participation by Karol Wojtyla 
(2007), Arnstein’s theory of community participation and community-driven 
development approach. The community-driven development approach is adopted for the 
study.  
 
2.3.1  Community-Driven Development Approach 
 
The CDD is an example of a bottom-up approach to project implementation. CDD 
recognizes that poor people are prime actors in the development process, not targets of 
externally designed poverty reduction efforts. In CDD, control of decisions and resources 
rests with community groups, who may often work in partnership with demand-
responsive support organizations and service providers, including elected local 
governments, the private sector, non-governmental organization (NGOs), and central 
government agencies (Pius, 2015). 
 
CDD approach as component of participation theory gives control of decisions and 
resources to community groups, which is against the routine top-down approach. The 
CDD treats poor people as assets and partners in development process, which build on 
their institutional resources.  
 
CDD is presumed an effective mechanism for poverty reduction and promoting rural 
development. Experience has shown that CDD can enhance sustainability and make 
poverty reduction as well as rural development efforts more responsive to demand 
(Gillespie 2004). Given the operational guidelines of CDD against the backdrop of its 
objectives, it becomes suitable to apply the CDD approach to this study as an offshoot of 
participatory theory. The CDD as an approach to the Fadama III implementation gives 
control of decisions and resources to community groups in the LGA. The CDD treats 
locales (rural farmers) as assets and partners in development process, which build on their 
institutional resources. This approach used in Fadama III empowers participating 
community associations to develop participatory and socially inclusive Local 
Development Plans (LDPs). Under the Fadama project, participants collectively identify 
their development priorities and agree on their investment activities. Funding is by World 
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Bank contributing 55.6%, Federal Government of Nigeria, 5.1%; State Governments, 
17.1% and Local Governments 8.9% (Fadama III Project Implementation Manual, 
2009).  
 
The relationship between the research and the CDD approach is that the Fadama project 
is meant to address the poverty level of the rural people through (bottom-up approach) 
co-opting them in the process of initiating, formulating, selection and implementation of 
their chosen project which suits their local needs. The CDD approach is meant to ensure 
community focus, participatory planning, control of resources by the community, 
involvement in the implementation and participation in the monitoring and evaluation of 
the chosen project.  
 
In conclusion, it can be said that, CDD only works best where collective actions is 
necessary, where excess can be regulated, and where benefits are quick, visible, and 
accruable to those who participate in the effort, like the Fadama Development Project. 
 
3.0  METHODOLOGY 
 
The study adopts a survey research design method.  The population of the study comprise 
beneficiaries of the Fadama III project belonging to the various Fadama Community 
Associations (FCAs) and Fadama User Groups (FUGs) from the LGA. The Fadama 
project does not deal directly with individual farmers but through the FUGs they belong 
to. As such, the researcher accessed them through their various FCAs/FUGs. Giwa LGA 
has sixty-three (63) FUGs. The FUGs are organised based on their economic interest such 
as crop cultivation, pastoralists, poultry, agro-processing, livestock, etc. Each of the FUG 
has between twenty-five (25) to thirty (30) household members. The study adopted the 
multi-stage sampling technique to draw its respondents from the study population. The 
first stage of the sampling was the purposive selection of two (2) FUGs each in particular 
economic interest (i.e. 2 FUGs on crop cultivation, livestock, and agro-processing). The 
second stage of the sampling was the random selection of respondents from among 
members of the selected FUGs. A summation of these figures gives us approximately 165 
members, from which a sample size of 114 was drawn using the Krejcie and Morgan 
formula of 1970. 
 
Table 1: Population and Sample Size 
FUGs EIG No.  S. Size 
 
1. Sauron Nayali Farmers 
2. Kaya Farmers’ Cooperative Society  







1. Giwa Women and Youth MPCS 
2. Kaya Women Multi-purpose 







1. Gangara Birds MPCS 










Source: Researcher, (2018) 
 
Data for the study were generated from both primary and secondary sources. Primary 
source of data for the study involved the conduct of interviews, focused group discussions 
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and administration of questionnaires. Secondary data on the other hand include project 
implementation manuals, project reports, official documents, journals and 
magazines.  Data generated from questionnaire administration were presented with the 
aid of descriptive statistical tools such as frequency tables, percentage and mean, while 
interview responses as well as other secondary data were analysed qualitatively. In the 
test of hypotheses, the research employs the chi-square non-parametric tool. 
 
4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
Out of the one hundred and twenty-five (114) copies of questionnaires were administered 
to beneficiaries within the study area, one hundred and six (106) were retrieved and found 
to be correctly filled and therefore used for the analysis. This figure represents 93% of 
the total number of questionnaires administered. 
 
Table 2: Characteristics of Respondents 





F P FUGs/FCAs F P 
20-30 16 15.1 Single 24 22.6 Pry Sch 26 24.5 Farming 38 35.8 
31-40 37 34.9 Married 59 55.7 Sec Sch 34 32.1 Livestock 32 30.2 
41 
above 
53 50 Divorce 13 12.3 NCE/N
D 
25 23.6 Poultry 36 34.0 
   
Widow 10 9.4 HND/D
EG 
21 19.8 
   
            







Source: Field Survey, 2018                                       F=frequency, P= percentage 
 
Data contained in table 1 above indicates that a preponderance of the beneficiaries are 
advanced in age, mostly within the ages of 31 and 40 and 41 above with a preponderance 
of them possessing secondary school and NCE/ND certificates. Nevertheless, a sizeable 
number of them have HND/Degree certificates. This portrays that members of the 
FUGs/FCAs are to a large extent educated. As further contained in the table, majority of 
them are into farming (38%), followed by poultry (36%), and the rest are engaged in 
livestock (32%). 
 
Table 3: Projects executed through SSCOI 
 
Small Scale Community-Owned Infrastructure Projects 
Giwa LGA 
(Freq) (%) 
Irrigation scheme 28 26.4 
Feeder roads and drainage e.g. culverts 15 14.2 
Water projects e.g. boreholes and wells 16 15.1 
Market stores 9 8.5 
Small bridges 5 4.7 
Public convenient e.g. toilets, bathrooms 11 10.4 
Agro processing/storage facilities 22 20.8 
Source: Research Survey, 2018 
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Data contained in table 3 above represent responses of respondents regarding small scale 
community-owned infrastructure that have been executed in the course of implementing 
the Fadama III project. 28 of them responded in the affirmative that irrigation scheme has 
been executed in their community; 15 affirmed that feeder roads and drainages have been 
executed; 16 of them opined that water projects have been carried out; 9 responded to 
market stores; 11 of them confirmed the provision of public conveniences; and 22 further 
affirmed that agro processing/storage equipment have been provided by Fadama III 
project. 
 
Going by responses of the respondents, it is evident that SSCOI component of Fadama 
III has resulted in the execution of projects such as irrigation scheme; feeder roads and 
drainages; boreholes and concrete wells; public conveniences; market stores and agro 
processing/storage equipment in the study area as majority of the respondents attested to 
this.  
 




Name of SSCOI projects 
and locations 
Contributions of SSCOI projects to 








1. Cross FCA irrigation 
project in Danmahawayi 
Irrigation project has provided steady 
source of water supply for agricultural 
activities thereby resulting in increased 
yields. 
* Giwa Alheri 
T/Juma, 
* Fatika Central,  
*Kaya 
Community FCA 
2. Construction of 7 km 
feeder road linking Fatika 
and Kaya in Fatika. 
Constructions of feeder/access roads have 
resulted in the ease of movement of persons 
and agricultural produce to places where 
they are needed. 
*Fatika Central, 
*Gangara 
Central FCA  
*Gangara Birds 
MPCS 
3. Construction of culverts 
and drainage in Fatika. 
Construction of culverts and drainages has 
resulted in the free flow of water along 
drainage channel, thus reducing incidence 





* Idasu  
4. Sinking and renovation 
of boreholes and concrete 
wells in Kadage, 
Yawakada, Idasu, Shika 
and Giwa communities. 
Availability of potable water for 







5. Construction of open 
market stalls in Yawakada 
and Galadima 
communities. 
Market stores and stalls have provided 
conducive market environment for traders 
and farmers for the sales of agricultural 
produce. Availability of market has also 
resulted in the reduction of rate at which 
some farm produce such as tomatoes, 
vegetables, etc. perish. 
*Giwa Alheri 
T/Juma, 
6. Construction of a block 
of 6 rooms of public 
Public convenience in Giwa community 
market provides traders and farmers a good 
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*Giwa Women & 
Youth MPCS 
convenience in Giwa 
community market 
and hygienic place to ease themselves 
whenever they are pressed. 
Source: Fadama III document and interview report, 2018. 
 
Data contained in table 4 represent SSCOI projects that have been executed through 
Fadama III and their various contributions to the development of FCAs/FUGs and 
communities. As it can be seen in the table, the 9 km Kurmi/Kubacha feeder road 
constructed in Kurmi and the 7 km feeder road linking Fatika and Kaya in Fatika have 
resulted in the ease of movement of persons as well as agricultural produce to places 
where they are needed (markets). 
  
Similarly, the renovation of market stores and stalls in Yawakada as well as the open 
market stalls constructed in Galadima communities have provided conducive market 
environment for traders and farmers for the sales of agricultural produce. Traders now 
have places to lock up unsold agric. produce till next market day. Availability of market 
has also resulted in the reduction of rate at which some farm produce such as tomatoes, 
vegetables, etc. perish. Thus, resulting in increased income for farmers as well as 
community members. 
 
In the same vein, the sinking and renovation of boreholes and concrete wells in Kadage, 
Yawakada, Idasu, Shika and Giwa communities in Giwa LGA have made potable water 
available for consumption by community members. Also, acquisition of processing 
equipment (grinding and milling machines) by Saiba Women MPCS and Shadalafiyya 
FUGs have made available machine for processing of farm produce which has resulted in 
increased income earning capacity of the groups.  
 
The Cross FCA irrigation project in Danmahawayi has provided for steady source of 
water supply for agricultural activities which has in turn result to increased yields. Also, 
the block of 6 rooms of public convenience constructed in Giwa community market 
provides traders and farmers a good and hygienic place to ease themselves whenever they 
are pressed. From the foregoing, it is without doubt that these small scale community-
owned infrastructure project have indeed contributed significantly to the development of 
these communities in Giwa LGA. 
 
 































25 23.6 51 48.1 11 10.4 13 12.3 6 5.7 106 
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SSCOI projects have 
increased income of 
Fadama users 
32 30.2 46 43.4 9 8.5 13 12.3 6 5.7 106 
Source: Field Survey, 2018 
 
When asked whether SSCOI projects have promoted development in the LGA, data 
presented in the table above show that majority of them responded in the affirmative. 
Across all proxies of development, 71.7% acknowledged that transportation has 
improved; 75.5% affirmed that there has been improvement in water supply; and 71.7% 
attested to increase in agric yield. On the whole, 73.6% of them were of the opinion that 
the projects have resulted in significant increase in income level of fadama users. 
However, a fraction of them as contained in the table differ in their response. Responses 
presented here corroborate documents and interview reports presented above that indeed 
the projects have promoted development of the LGA. 
 
Table 6: Constraints encountered by Fadama III project in the study area 
Response Frequency Percentage    
Problem of counterpart funding 43 58.1 
Intra group conflict of interest 24 32.4 
Inadequacy of market linkage 9 12.2 
Problem of development of LDPs 15 20.3 
Inefficient extension services 11 14.9 
Poor access to financial service 17 22.9 
Shortage of agric. processing and storage facilities 13 17.6 
Source: Field survey, 2018; N.B: total responses were more than 106 due to multiple 
entries 
Data contained in table 6 above represent respondents’ opinions on challenges 
encountered by FUGs/FCAs in the course of implementing SSCOI projects in their 
communities. As it can be seen, 58.1% of them were of the opinion that the issue of 
counterpart funding as stipulated in the implementation plan of the Fadama III project is 
a major problem which has resulted in inadequate finance; 32.4% opined that intra-group 
conflict of interest regarding what project to execute is a major challenge; 12.2% were of 
the opinion that inadequacy of market linkage is a major challenge; 20.3% opined that the 
problem of developing LDPs as a requirement for accessing funds has been one of the 
banes of the project as some FUGs still lack the capacity to develop good LDPs; 14.9% 
believed that inefficient extension as a major challenge; 22.9% opined ‘poor financial 
services’ as a challenge; and 17.6% see shortage of agric. processing and storage facilities 
to be a major challenge.  
 
One can deduce from this data that issue of counterpart funding, intra-group conflict of 
interest regarding choice of project, inadequate market linkage, developing good LDPs, 
inefficient extension service, poor financial services and shortage of agric. processing and 
storage facilities have been the major challenges in the course of implementing the 
Fadama III project in the study area. 
 
4.1 Test of Hypothesis 
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H0: Implementation of the Small Scale Community-owned Infrastructure component of 
Fadama III program in Giwa has not contributed to the development of the LGA. 
 













































a. 0 cells (0.0%) have expected frequencies less than 5. The minimum expected cell frequency is 
24.4. 
b. Based on 106 sampled tables with starting seed 2000000. 
Source: Computed SPSS Product 
 
The table above shows a higher sum calculated value of 157.852 compared to the sum 
critical or table value of 47.44. Based on this, the hypothesis is therefore be rejected. 
Thus, there exists an association between the SSCOI component of the Fadama III project 
and development of Giwa local government area. This indicates that the SSCOI projects 
have enhanced transportation of goods and persons, improved water supply to the rural 
populace; and resulted in increased agricultural yields. All these have translated to a 
significant rise in income level of fadama users. Nevertheless, inadequate market linkage, 
developing good LDPs, inefficient extension service, poor financial services and shortage 
of agric. processing and storage facilities have limited the impact of the projects.   
This finding corroborates the study of Alfred (2015), which revealed increase in 
infrastructural facilities and agricultural productivity and by extension increased income 
as a result of Fadama II projects. Although the study also identify challenges such as late 
disbursement of fund, political interference. In support of this, Iwala (2014) submitted 
that the economic impact analysis of Fadama III projects showed that the average annual 
gross income of beneficiaries had increased by 28.57% in the fourth year of project 
implementation, coupled with a viability of 26% discount factor and a Benefit/Cost Ratios 
(BCRs) greater than 1 and an Internal Rates of Return (IRRs) that is above average. In a 
departure from the finding of this study, Nene (2013) submitted that the National Fadama 
Development Program has not record significant development in areas where projects 
have been implement. 
 
5. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
This work was driven basically by the desire to find out how much impact the 
implementation of the Fadama III project in Giwa LGA have had on the development of 
the areas. The study focused on the SSCOI component of the project. Findings revealed 
that Fadama III project has contributed significantly to the development of Giwa LGA 
particularly in terms of construction of feeder/access roads; culverts and drainages; water 
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projects and rural markets. Despite this, non-prompt payment of counterpart funds and 
inter group conflict are pertinent problems affecting the project. Hence, governments at 
all levels (Federal, State and Local) endeavour to should pay their counter-part funds on 
time in order to sustain and improve the participation level of the rural farmers and to 
enable them and the development partners achieve the goals of the project. Finally, 
considering the impact made by the project in the areas studied, the project should be 





Alfred, O. F (2015). Evaluation of the impact of national fadama II project on rural 
development in Kogi state, Nigeria. (Unpublished Thesis) University of Nigeria, 
Nsukka. 
Ajayi, A.R. (2008). The role expectation of agricultural extension in poverty alleviation 
in a democratic and deregulation economy Ed In Agbamu, J.U. Perspective in 
Agricultural Extension and Rural Development, Pp 87-90. 
Arnstein (1969). Community-driven development, decision tools for rural development 
programme, enabling poor rural people to overcome poverty. Journal of American 
planning Association, 35(4); 216-224 
Iwala, O. S (2014). Economic impact, viability and sustainability of fadama III small-
scale community-owned infrastructure in Ondo state, Nigeria. American Journal of 
Research Communication, 2 (5) 
National Bureau of Statistics ([NBS] 2012). Nigeria poverty assessment report. National 
Bureau of Statistics, Abuja: 18 – 20. 
National Fadama Development Office (2004). Amendment to the project cost table. 
Submitted to National Development Project 11. World Bank, Washington DC. June 
25: 1-7. 
Nnadi, F. N, Chikaire, J., Echetama, J. A., Ihenacho, R. A, and Utazi, C. O., (2013) 
Assessment of agricultural extension strategies for poverty alleviation in Imo state, 
Nigeria. Net Journal of Agricultural Science, 1(2): 17-23. 
Oladunnmi, O. A (2014). The Impact of fadama III project on rural household income in 
Ogun state, Nigeria: The propensity score matching approach. International Journal 
of Applied Biosciences, 2 (2) 
Olaolu, M.O.; Akinnagbe, O.M. & Agbe, T. (2013). Impact of national fadama 
development project phase (II) on poverty and food security among rice farming 
beneficiaries in Kogi state Nigeria. American Journal of Research Publication, 10); 
280-299. 
Pius, O. A (2015) Impact of fadama II project on poverty reduction:  A comparative study 
of Imo, Ogun and Kaduna states, Nigeria. (Unpublished Dissertation) Ahmadu Bello 
University, Zaria. 
World Bank (2006). Project appraisal document (PAD) for the second national fadama 
development project. Unpublished Document. 
  
